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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Polizzi 
(US 6,643,661 B2). 

As for independent claims 1 and 22, Polizzi teaches a method and corresponding article 
comprising: uniting navigation hierarchies (categories) from different application sources 
(fig. 3 and col. 5, line 65); and providing a unified navigation area based on the united 
navigation hierarchy (fig. 10; wherein is depicted a graphical user interface where there 
is a homogenous view of the data source being displayed to the user at to which the 
user can select any one of the objects which represent different data sources from the 
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dynamic menu as depicted in figure 10). 

As for dependent claims 2 and 23, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 1 and 
corresponding article of claim 22, wherein uniting the navigation hierarchies comprises 
supplying a navigation service (service broker (125) col.9, line 54; wherein this agent 
controls the navigation of data on the portal page) with a navigation object model (fig. 3) 
that provides, to a presentation layer, a homogeneous view of navigation information 
from the different application sources (fig. 10; wherein this figure depicts the graphical 
user interface, where items 1035.1001,1080,1085,1010,1005 and the like are all items 
which pertain to the navigafion categories or object models). 

As for dependent claims 3 and 24, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 2 and 
corresponding article of claim 23, wherein uniting the navigation hierarchies (col. 21, line 
47) further comprises: accepting connectors for the different application sources (col.21, 
line 51; wherein the user interacts with a display button which the system accepts the 
connector for a different application source); and receiving the navigation information 
from the different application sources through the connectors according to the 
navigation object model (col.21, lines 58-59; wherein the user is inputting information 
regarding different application sources to which the data is being stored on a repository 
in a hierarchy document object model for navigational purposes). 

As for dependent claims 4 and 25, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 3 and 
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corresponding article of claim 24, wherein accepting connectors for the different 
application sources comprises receiving a registration request from a connector for a 
given application (col.9, lines 3 and 1 1 ; wherein the user defined a link to an application 
source to which this link is stored on the repository), receipt of the registration request 
resulting in the navigation service having an identifier for the given connector (col.10, 
lines 50-51 and 56; wherein when a user adds an object, it will be placed in the 
repository with a unique identifiers), and said receiving the navigation information 
comprises receiving navigation nodes (coL10, lines 50-51), from the given connector, as 
defined by the navigation object model, the received navigation nodes including the 
connector identifier (col.10, line 56; wherein the objects are stored in a hierarchy on the 
repository which unique identifiers). 

As for dependent claims 5 and 26, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 4 and 
corresponding article of claim 25, further comprising selecting a connector to contact 
based on a connector Identifier from a navigation node in the united navigation 
hierarchy (coL9, line 56 and col.10, line 51; wherein the user can select any of the 
objects presented on the portal page (fig. 10) at which the service broker (125) handles 
the request of calling the objects from the repository (235) wherein each object is 
identifiable with unique identifiers as understood to those skilled in the art. ) 

As for dependent claims 6 and 27, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 2 and 
corresponding article of claim 23, wherein providing the unified navigation area 
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comprises displaying a navigation window in a portal presentation, the navigation 
window including navigation links to resources of the different application sources, the 
navigation links being organized according to the united navigation hierarchy (fig. 10; 
wherein it is depicted of the organization of the user customized portable page at which 
each object is organized in a hierarchy (col. 5, line 65), also note that the user as evident 
from figure 10 has a list objects to which are in hierarchy as depicted from item (1001)). 

As for dependent claims 7 and 28, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 2 and 
corresponding article of claim 23, wherein the united navigation hierarchy comprises 
navigation nodes defined by the navigation object model, the method further 
comprising: receiving a navigation action; and changing at least one of the navigation 
nodes in accordance with the received navigation action (col.21, line 56; wherein the 
user is placing a navigation action to the sen/ice broker to change the portal page at 
which the action of editing and adding to the portable page as noted in above claims). 

As for dependent claims 8 and 29, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 2 and 
corresponding article of claim 23, wherein uniting the navigation hierarchies further 
comprises merging at least two navigation objects from the different application sources 
based on a merge identifier (col.22, lines 33-36 and figure 10; wherein the user can 
merge object onto a display area as depicted by figure 10 and described as mentioned 
by reference in col.22). 
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As for dependent claims 9 and 30, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 8 and 
corresponding article of claim 29, wherein the united navigation hierarchy comprises a 
graph of linking relationships among navigation objects (wherein it is evident that the 
portal page can display a wide arrange of objects that included being of (presentation 
graphics, executable jobs such as brio reports, oracle reports, SAP reports to which is 
known in the art which can execute a graph showing linking relationships. Also note 
col.1 1 , line 4 for the similar graphing of linking relationship. 

As for dependent claims 10 and 31 , Polizzi teaches the method of claim 2 and 
corresponding article of claim 23, wherein uniting the navigation hierarchies further 
comprises dynamically loading the united navigation hierarchy (col.23, line 46). 

As for dependent claims 1 1 and 32, Polizzi teaches the method of claim 2 and 
corresponding article of claim 23, further comprising enabling setting of a node as a new 
root of the united navigation hierarchy for display (col.20, lines 61-62; wherein the user 
defines the root node of the object in the hierarchy to be displayed, such that when the 
user logs into the system they will be presented with the root node first, so thus by 
allowing to change this first display object is essentially changing the root node in the 
hierarchy, also note the above teachings of the hierarchy. 

As for independent claim 12, Polizzi teaches a portal system having a presentation level 
(125) and a data level (235) (fig.2), the portal system comprising: a navigation service 
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module including a navigation object model that provides a homogeneous view of 
navigation information from different application sources to the presentation level (note 
the analysis of claim 2); and navigation connectors that operate with the different 
application sources to provide the navigation information from the data level to the 
navigation service module (note the analysis of claim 3). 

As for dependent claim 13, Polizzi teaches the portal system of claim 12, wherein the 
navigation connectors include connector identifiers that are included in navigation nodes 
generated by the navigation connectors to provide the navigation information (note the 
analysis of claim 4). 

As for dependent claim 14, Polizzi teaches the portal system of claim 12, wherein the 
navigation connectors generate navigation nodes according to the navigation object 
model to provide the navigation information (note the analysis of claim 4), the navigation 
nodes including at least one merge identifier that indicates similar content in two 
navigation nodes from different applications and that results in a merger of the two 
navigation nodes (note the analysis of claim 8). 

As for dependent claim 15, Polizzi teaches the portal system of claim 12, wherein the . 
navigation object model defines navigation nodes used to represent the navigation 
information from the different application sources, the navigation nodes including a 
linking relationship to other nodes that are not in a parent child relationship in the 
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homogeneous view of the navigation information (personal dashboard, wherein on is 
displayed nodes which are apart of the linking relationship which are displayed to the 
user homogeneously by user custom tailored which depicted in figure 10 is non-parent 
child relationship. Also note that if the user decided to do so this could view much like a 
parent child relationship). 

As for dependent claim 16, Polizzi teaches the portal system of claim 12, wherein the 
navigation service module is configured to read data from the different application 
sources using the navigation connectors but not to write data to the different application 
sources using the navigation connectors (col.9, line 3; as previously discussed Polizzi 
teaches the personal dashboard to be configured to display connectors to metadata 
from the internet in which turn this data is being read and not written to. He also 
explains how there are permissions that set certain rules on items one being the 
restriction of writing or deleting a connector). 

As for dependent claim 17, Polizzi teaches the portal system of claim 12, wherein the 
navigation service module dynamically loads a united navigation hierarchy when 
providing the homogeneous view of the navigation information (note the analysis of 
claim 10). 

As for dependent claim 18, Polizzi teaches the portal system of claim 17, wherein a role 
editor (which is user defined, that of nothing more than a control module as described 
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by Polizzi in claim 11) allows setting a node as a new root of the united navigation 
hierarchy for display for users that belong to a role (note the analysis of claim 11). 

As for independent claim 19, Polizzi teaches a system comprising: means for uniting 
navigation hierarchies from different application sources; and means for providing a 
unified navigation area based on the united navigation hierarchy (note the analysis of 
claim 1). 

As for dependent claim 20, Polizzi teaches the system of claim 19, wherein the means 
for uniting the navigation hierarchies comprises a navigation object model that includes 
definitions of a connector interface to the different application sources and a navigation 
data interface to a presentation layer (note the analysis of claims 2 and 3). 

As for dependent claim 21 , Polizzi teaches the system of claim 20, wherein the means 
for uniting the navigation hierarchies further comprises INavigationService means for 
abstracting navigation operations, the connector interface comprises 
INavigationConnector means for plugging an application into the INavigationService 
means, and the navigation data interface comprises INavigationNode means for 
accessing navigation information from the different application sources (col. 9, line 53; 
the service agents: service broker, knowledge server, search server, crawl server, event 
server, authentication server, name server, job server, network server; wherein each of 
the above mentioned agents provide the means described in claim 21). 
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Note: the entire reference(s) should be taken in as a whole, applicant should fully read and understand 
the cited reference(s) in order to appropriately reply back to this office action. Ideas and motivation will 
not be fully understood with the lack of understanding from the reference(s) as a whole. Partial reading 
from specific column and line numbers will lead to a misunderstanding of principles and ideas since 
applicants can be there own lexicographer. Also the specific column and line numbers cited are to provide 
for a quick reference point in the mentioned reference(s) and not that of the only meaning and sole 
definition of a word, phrase, principle and/or idea expressed therein. The examiner has added extra 
explanation on a claimAo-claim basis for a better understanding of the principles and ideas from the 
author(s) of the cited reference(s). This explanation should not be taken for the exact and whole definition 
of principles and ideas taught by the author(s) of the cited reference(s). 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Ku et al (US 6,462,762) - Displaying a hierarchy and changing the root node. 

• Dev et al (US 6,049,828) - Displaying and navigating through a hierarchy . 
representing different data sources. 

• . Boloker et al (US 7,028,306 B2) - Document object model with dynamic 

loading, transfer of root node, and a browser user interface into the DOM that is a 
hierarchy of data sources. 
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supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access'to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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